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DECISION MEMO

Grizzly Aspen

U.S. Forest Service

Walla Walla Ranger District, Umatilla National Forest

Wallowa County, Oregon

This decision incorporates all information in this document and included in the project file.

DECISION & RATIONALE

I have decided to authorize the activities described in the P,rcpqs!1 section, to include any modifications identified
during environmental analysis and review of regulatory compliance.

APPTICABTE CATEGORICAL EXCTUSION & FINDINGS REQUIRED BY OTHER LAWS

The Prooosal lnformatio0 section provides rationale for categorically excluding this action from documentation in
an Environmental Assessment (EA) or Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS) and for using the identified
category/categories. The E-Ly1fq[trCll314la]ysll8eyle section documents rationale to support my finding that
no extraordinary circumstances exist, along with findings required by other applicable laws and regulations to
demonstrate compliance with the regulatory framework for the activities authorized by this decision.

AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS & PERSONS CONTACTED

A list of agencies, oreanizations and/or persons contacted regarding this proposal is provided, along with a brief
overview of comments/feedback received and how they were considered.

IMPTEMENTATION DATE

I intend to implement this decision beginning in May of 2020 with activities continuing in subsequent years based

on funding and personnel availability.

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW

Decisions that are categorically excluded from documentation in an Environmental Assessment (EA) or
Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS) are not subject to an administrative review process (Agriculture Act of 2014

lPub. L. No. 113-791, Subtitle A, Sec.8006).

CONTACT

For additional information concerning this decision, contact:

Terry Reynolds, Wildlife Biolo8ist, 1415 W. Rose st, walla walla, wA, 99362,509-522-6017

412312020
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MICHAEL L. RASSBACH

District Ranger
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CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION REVI EW

PROPOSAL INFORMATION
Proposal Name: Grizzly Aspen

Prcposal Dalet 3/2/2O2O

Proponent Name: Terry Reynolds

Line officer: Michael Rassbach

Distrid: Walla Walla

county(ies): Wallowa

Anticipated lmplementation: 05/2020

Signing Authority: District Ranger

PAIS Tracking #: 57716

APPTICABLE CATEGORY/IES

Proiect File:
https://usfs.box.com/s/enivosew8710o61d0loo7wu
wlcoinlw

GIS lnfo:
T:\FS\N FS\Umati lla\Project\wwcE2020\GlS\LayerFil
e\Grizzly Aspen

General Location: 5 Miles West of Troy, Oregon

Applicable Management Areas: c4 Wildlife

Legal Description: T 5N R 42E, T 6N R 42E

Elevation Ranter 3200'-3700'

Watersheds: Wenaha River

This proposal is categorically excluded from documentation in an EA or EIS because it fits the following
category/categories, pending extraordinary circumstance determinations:

Applicable Categories: 36 CFR 220.6(eX5), 36 CFR 220.6(eX6) {DM Required)

These categories are applicable for this project because the objective and proposed actions are consistent with
"Regeneration of an area to native tree species, including site preparation that does not involve the use of
herbicides or result in vegetation type conversion." and "Timber stand and/or wildlife habitat improvement
activities that do not include the use of herbicides or do not require more than 1 mile of low standard road
construction."
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PROPOSAT

This project proposes the protection of aspen regeneration at six stands within the perimeter of the 2015 Grizzly
Bear Complex fire. Fire killed the majority of the overstory trees, but signlficant sprouting and development of
saplings occurred during 201.6-2018.

Annual monitoring of these sites indicates that the aspen regrowth is being detrimentally impacted by livestock
and wildlife browsing and that without action the stands are unlikely to develop mature trees and the stands may
be lost indefinitely.

Walla Walla District staff along with Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation volunteers would construct temporary animal
exclusion barriers using primarily on-site dead brush and trees. Material will be piled strategically to limit access

and damage to aspen saplings. Some wood poles, metal panels or posts may be used to supplement the exclusion.
Some of the sites are near former young pine "plantations" that suffered complete mortality and will provide
material approximately 8 inches in diameter by 15 feet long for use in constructing the barrier fencing. Exclusions
may range in size from 1/100th to 1/10th of an acre in size. These exclusions are intended to protect the aspen for
3-5 years during which time they can grow to a height and diameter that is less vulnerable to browse damage. The
barrier material will eventually be removed or naturally degrade over time and result in a natural appearance.

45"57',3.99"N 117'33',55.76"W

6208-6206 Rd.

Wallowa County, OR

see map and shapefile.
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REGUTATORY CONSIDERATIONS

Given the nature of the proposal, the Responsible Official is requesting documentation to demonstrate compliance
with the following regulatory considerations in addition to NEPA:

X NFMA/Land Management Plan Special Management Areas:

x EsA n wilderness

X Sensitive species (FsM 2570) ! Roadless

I NHPA n wild & scenic River corridor

X Tribal consultation ! Recommended wilderness

fl cAA E Research NaturalAreas

X CWA E National Scenic & Historic Trails

X Pertinent Executive orders E National Recreation Areas

AGENCIES, ORGANTZATTONS & PERSONS TO BE CONTACTED

Given the nature of the proposal, the Line Officer/Responsible Official is requesting the following agencies,
organizations and/or persons be contacted to provide input to, or to be made aware of, the proposal. A brief
overview of feedback or comments provided is included.

Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation: E-mail correspondence with Tim Campbell, RMEF Pendleton Chapter Volunteer
Coordinator. This project aligns with RMEF mission of wildlife habitat improvement and they are supportive of the
project and interested in volunteering during the on the ground implementation phase.

PROPOSAL SCREENING
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Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife: Phone conversation & e-mail to Pat Mathews, ODFW District Wildlife Biologist.
Supportive of project and long-term benefits to wildlife species.
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cultural/Heritage 2127l2O2O William
Ma

Hydro 2/27 /2020 Ziemund

Soils 3/312020 zigmund
kora

Wildlife

The Line Officer/Responsible Official has requested the following resource areas to review the proposal to
determine compliance with the regulatory considerations.

Table 1: Documentation of Review Completlon
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RESOURCE PARTICIPATION IN ENVIRONMENTAL ANATYSIS REVIEW

Resource Review Complete
Botany 4/73/2O2O Paula

Brooks

Fisheries 2/2t /2020 Bill Dowdy

I

Range 2/27 /2020 An9ela
Druffel

Silviculture 2/2712O2o Jack Comish

2127 /2O2O reny
Reynolds
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ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS REVIEW

NATIONAT FOREST MANAGEMENT ACT (NFMA) - TAND MANAGEMENT PLAN
CONSISTENCY

The pertinent specialist has reviewed the proposal and made the following determinations regarding proposal
consistency with applicable Land Management Plan direction, standards and guidelines.

Botany: Consistent Range: Consistent

Cultural/Heritage: Consistent Recreation: N/A

Engineering: N/A Scenic Resources: N/A

Fisheries: Consistent Soils: Consistent

Fuels: N/A Silviculture: Consistent

Hydro: Consistent Special Management Areas: N/A

Lands/Special Uses: N/A Wildlife: Consistent

Minerals: N/A

ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT

THREATENED, ENDANGERED, PROPOSED AND CANDIDATE SPECIES &/OR CRITICAL HABITAT

The pertinent specialists reviewed the proposal and made the following determinations for threatened,
endanSered and/or proposed species:

Wildlife: There are no Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, or Candidate Species or Critical Habitat present

therefore this project will have No Effect to any ESA wildlife species.

Fish:There are no Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, or Candidate Species or Critical Habitat present and this
project will have No Effect to any ESA fish species.

Botany:There are no Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, or Candidate Species or Critical Habitat present and this
project will have No Effect to any ESA plant species.

SENSTTTVE SPECTES (FSM 2670)

The pertlnent specialists reviewed the proposal and made the following determinations for sensitive species:

wildlife:The Grizzly Aspen project will have No lmpact to Sensitive wildlife or invertebrate species.

Fish: The Grizzly Aspen project will have No lmpact to Sensitive fish/aquatic species.
Botany: None present. The Grizzly Aspen project will have No lmpact to Sensitive plant species.

SU PPORTING PROJECT DOCU M ENTATION

Table 2: Appllcable Proied File Doaumentation to Support Agency Sensitive Species Compllance

ESF Fish, Wildlife, Botany. See project record.

File Name (if applicable/needed)Documentation Type

Umatilla nF Environmental Form
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NATIOITIAL HISTORIC PRESERVATTON ACT (NHPA) - SECTTON 105 REVTEW

The pertinent specialist has reviewed the proposal and made the following determination regarding Section 106
compliance:

No potential to cause effects - 36 CFR 800.3(aX1). The proposal is a type of activity that does not have the
potential to cause effects on any kind of prehistoric or historic resource, even if such resources were in the project
area.

SUPPORTING PROJECT DOCUMENTATION

Table 3: Appllcable Project File Do€umentation to Support I{HPA Compliance

Programmatic Review for Heritage Resources R2020061400015_1 Grizzly Aspen Heritage

Documentation Type File Name (if applicable/needed)

TRIBAT CONSUTTATION

Based on the nature of the proposal, the line officer/responsible official made the following determination
regarding Tribal Consultation:

Consuhation with American Indian Tribes has been complcted.

SUPPORTING PROJECT OOCUMENTATION

Table4: Applicable Proiect file Oocumentation to Support Tribal Consultation Compliance

Tribal Program of Work

CTEAN WATER ACT (CWA)

The pertinent specialist has reviewed the proposal and made the following determination:

Compliant with Clean Water Act. See attached design criteria.

Programmatic Review for HeritaBe Resources R2020061400015_1 Grizzly tupen Heritage

Documentation Type File Name(s)

SU PPORTING PROJECT DOCU M ENTATION

Table 5r Applicable Project FIle Documentation to Support CurA Compliance

Grizzly Aspen ESF-HydroUmatilla NF Envlronmental Screening Form

File Name(s)Documentation Type
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PERTI N ENT EXECUTIVE ORDERS

The line officer and/or applicable specialist(sl have determined the proposal is in compliance with the following
Executive Orders (EO), which were deemed pertinent bas€d on the nature of the proposal.

. EO 11988, Floodplain Management

. EO 11990, Protection of Wetlands

. EO 12898, EnvironmentalJustice

. EO 13007, lndian Sacred Sites

. EO !371,2,lnvasive Species

. EO 13175, Consultation & Coordination w/ lndian Tribal Governments

. EO 13186, Migratory Birds

. EO 13443, Facilitation of Hunting Heritage & Wildlife Conservation

NATIONAT ENVIRONMENTAT POTICY ACT (NEPA}

Pertinent specialists have reviewed the proposal and made the following determinations with regards to degree
of potential effects for the resource conditions considered:

Table 5: Resource Conditions Considered for Extraordinary Circumstance Determinations

NO, there is no uncertainty
Rationale for Yes/No: Scope and scale of proiect along with
included design elements ensure that effects will be
rmmeasurabE q ne!!!g'b!e,
N/A, not present

N/A, not present

N/A, not present

lBe sure to provide resource context for rationale discussions. ls there something unique to this proposal or
existing resource conditions that would lead to greater intensity of effects than would typically be anticipated for
similar actions?

WILDLIFE:

NO, there is no uncertainty
Rationale for Yes/No: The project activity is of a nature and
scale that has no potential to impact the sensitive species that
may be present.

BOTANY:

N/A, not present

FISHERIES:

N/A, not present

Federally listed threatened or
endangered species,

Oesignated critical habitat,

Forest S€rvice sensitive species

Floodplains, wetlands or municipal
watersheds

ConBressionally designated areas, such as
wilderness, wilderness study areas, or
national recreatlon areas

lnventoried roadless areas

Research natural areas

Resources Conditions Considered for
Extraordinary Circumstances

ls there a degree of potential effect that raises uncertainty over
its significance? Briefly explain.l
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American lndians and Alaska Native
religious or cultural sites

N/A, not present
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ln accordance with Federal civil ights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations
and policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions participating in o. administering
USDA programs are prohibited from discriminating based on race, color, national origin, religion, sex, gender
identity (including gender expression), sexual orientation, disability, age, maritalstatus, family/parental status,
income derived from a public assistance program, political beliefs. or reprisal or retaliation lor prior civil rights
aclivity, in any program or ac{ivity conducled or tunded by USDA (not all bases apply to all programs).
Remedies and complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident.

Persons with disabilities who require altemative means of communication lor program information (e.9., Braille,
large print, audiotape. American Sign Language, etc.) should contact the responsible Agenct or USDA'S
TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TTY)or contad USDA through the Federal Relay Service at
(800) 877-8339. Addilionaily, program informalion may be made available in languages other than English.

To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Oiscrimination Complaint Form, AB
3027, tound online at hth://vrww.ascr.usda.gov/complainltiling-cust.htm, and at any USDA office or write a
letter addressed to USDA and provide in the letter all of the information requested in lhe form. To request a
copy ofthe complaint form, call (865) 632-9992. Submit your completed form o.letterto USDA by: (1) mail:
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Ofiice ot the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights, 1400 lndependence Avenue,
SW, Washington, D.C. 20250-9410; (2') lax (202) 690-7a42; or (3) email: program.intake@usda.gov

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employe. and lender-
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